Summary. Do public protests dramatize the new political salience of trade policy? This article analyzes a survey of Canadian mass opinion taken just before the protests against the proposed Free Trade Area of the Americas in Quebec City in April 2001. The survey design allows a comparison of the difference between Canadians' positive assessment of trade agreements but more ambivalent responses to "globalization." We examine a series of underlying attitudes and values to probe latent opinion on trade and globalization. We conclude that the permissive consensus on trade agreements is robust -that is, Canadians are prepared to defer to governments on trade liberalization -but this consensus may be endangered by ongoing globalization and pressures for North American integration that go well beyond issues of tariffs and trade. On these latter issues
In the first section of this paper we describe our understanding of the "permissive consensus" and discuss our survey instrument. In the second section we provide a descriptive overview of the survey results and argue that the permissive consensus on trade remains intact. In the third section, we provide more analytic detail by looking at the latent considerations and belief systems that are related to support for globalization. In the conclusion, we assess the policy implications of our analysis.
Public Opinion and Trade
One of Canada's most distinguished trade analysts, Sylvia Ostry (2000) , wonders if trade policy currently suffers from the end of what V.O. Key Jr. called the "permissive consensus" in international affairs (Key, 1963, p. 32 ). Key, a major figure in the history of opinion research, argued that on issues related to foreign policyunlike issues of domestic policy -the public defers to elites and permits experts to make decisions. Modern public opinion researchers refer to a "zone of acquiescence" in public opinion (Stimson, 1991) : the public does not have one tightly defined preference on most issues, but rather a range of acceptable outcomes. So long as government policy is within this zone, the public will usually acquiesce.
Some analysts, and many government officials, interpret protests against new trade deals as signaling the end of the era of the permissive consensus and the beginning of a period when trade agreements will be subject to as much public scrutiny as domestic issues such as health care. Some contend that an aggressive trade agenda may now fall outside the public's "zone of acquiescence."
We expect to find little evidence for these predictions in our new survey data.
A recent analysis of publicly available polling data on international trade between 1980-2000 showed that protests in Seattle had few roots in or impact on mass opinion (Mendelsohn and Wolfe, 2001 (Holsti, 1996) and Canadian (Martin and Fortmann, 2001) scholars who argue that mass opinion on foreign policy is stable and well-structured, rather than subject to rapid swings.
"Public opinion" is ambiguous and can mean many different things. Many scholars distinguish between mass opinion, "the aggregation or summation of individual preferences as tabulated through opinion polls;" activated public opinion, "the opinions of engaged, informed, and organized citizens;" latent public opinion, "the fundamental public preferences that underlie more fleeting and superficial opinions" expressed in polls; and perceived opinion, "the perceptions held by most observers, including journalists, politicians, and members of the public themselves, of where the majority of the public stands on an issue" (see Entman and Herbst, 2000, pp. 206-8) . (Mendelsohn and Wolfe, 2001) and by a margin of 67 -25%, Canadians support the FTAA, which they interpret as an extension of earlier agreements.
Mass opinion
Indecision regarding "trade agreements" is much higher, with 24% giving no answer to our question. We suggest that this is (Norris, 1999 , Nevitte, 1996 and it may be that citizens opposed to globalization reject traditional hierarchical decision-making processes governed by administrative decision rules in favour of processes that are more participatory and dialogic.
First, the evidence suggests that "disaffected democrats" -that is, respondents We also found that respondents concerned about immigration had a high propensity to be opposed to new trade agreements, and an even higher propensity to oppose globalization. We also 
Internationalism and Sovereignty
Scholars and activists alike often emphasize the "internationalist" tradition in Canadian foreign policy established after World War II. Internationalism has been defined as a willingness to engage, in cooperation with other nations, in acts of "good international citizenship" with the aim of "creating, maintaining, and managing a community at a global level" (Nossal, 1998-9, p. 98) , and public support for internationalism continues (Martin and Fortmann, 2001 Q11 How confident are you in the government's ability to protect our national interests when negotiating trade agreements with other countries? Are you very confident, somewhat confident, not very confident, or not at all confident?
Conclusions and Policy Implications
Very confident: 10 % Somewhat confident: 48 % Not very confident: 29 % Not at all confident: 11 % DK/NA: 2 % Q12 Which of the following statements is closer to your own view:
a. International trade agreements are so complicated that ordinary citizens should trust government officials to negotiate them (7 %). b. Although government officials should negotiate trade agreements, it is important that they consult the public and keep them well-informed (60 %). c. International trade agreements are so important that ordinary citizens should actually have a big say in the negotiation of these agreements (30 %). d. DK/NA (3 %).
Q13 Sometimes when people protest against the government, the confrontation between the protestors and the police turns violent. When this happens, do you think that:
• it is usually the fault of the protestors 20 % • it is usually the fault of the police 4 % • usually both sides are equally to blame 70% • no opinion 5 % Q14 Do you think that Canada should be more involved in world affairs than it is now, less involved, or about as involved as it is now? More like the U.S.: 52 % Less like the U.S.: 8 % No change: 36 % DK/NA: 4 % Q19 Do you think Canada should have much closer ties to the U.S., somewhat closer, about the same as now, somewhat more distant or much more distant ties to the US than it has now? Much closer: 9%; somewhat closer: 14%; about the same as now: 52%; somewhat more distant: 15%; much more distant: 8%; DK/NA: 2% Q20 Some people are in favour of the political union of Canada with the United States; in other words that Canada and the United States should become one country*. Other people are against political union. Personally are you strongly in favour, moderately in favour, moderately against or strongly against the political union of Canada with the United States? [In 1964 , the question read "…should become only one country"]. Strongly in favour: 5 %; Moderately in favour: 10 %; Moderately against: 14 %; Strongly against: 67 %; DK/NA: 4 % Q21 Do you think that it is just a matter of time before Canada and the United States join together; in other words, do you think that the union between the two countries is inevitable?
Inevitable: 27 %; Not inevitable: 68 % DK/NA: 5 % Q22 Would you let Americans [foreign companies] invest their money in Canadian companies the way they want or would you place restrictions so that they do not take control of these companies. 
